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Cabinet on April 8th ; 170,000 special constables were sworn in, and
the Duke made adequate but unostentatious preparations to prevent
the demonstrators from crossing Westminster Bridge. The wise and
kindly precautions of the Government and the Duke saved the
situation ; the Chartists drew back ; the monster petition was for-
warded to the Palace of Westminster in a cab ; it was found on
examination to contain less than half the estimated number of
signatures, and many of these were palpably fictitious.1 The tables
were dissolved in laughter, and Chartism ceased to trouble the land.
Though its immediate programme was exclusively political, the
driving force behind it was economic. For the economic problem
Peel had found a solvent, and the banner of Chartism was never
again unfolded. Nevertheless, almost the whole of the political
programme has now been carried out.
One valuable addition to the Statute-book may be conveniently Ten
mentioned here.    In 1847 Lord Ashley 2 and Mr. Fielden, a Lanca* Hours
shire cotton-spinner and Member for Oldham, carried a Bill to limit   ct
the hours of labour for women and children in textile factories to ten
hours.    It was, according to one writer, " a victory of the people of
England over official England " ; 3   according to another, it repre-
sented " the revenge of the landlords upon the manufacturers for
reform and free trade ".    There is an element of truth m both state-
ments, though  neither contains the whole truth.    The apostles of
laisser faire ^ere naturally opposed to State interference with in-
dustry ;   protectionists and philanthropists welcomed it.    The main
credit of the achievement was Lord Ashley's, though, in the House
of Lords, the Bishops gave him loyal support.
The Manchester School, worsted m 1847, had their revenge in Repeal of
1849 and 1850.    The bottom had already been knocked out of thetne.
Navigation Laws by the legislation of the Tory Government of 1828 ; 4 f^w
they were finally repealed by the Whigs in 1849.    Canada was com-1849
plaining that the abolition of the Corn Laws rendered their wheat-
growers  powerless m face of American competition,  and Graham
roundly asserted that if the Bill were rejected Canada would secede.
The Bill was carried without difficulty m the Commons, bat in the
Lords only by a majority of ten, of whom eight were Bishops.    To
insist that this measure confirmed the supremacy of Great Britain m
the carrying trade is not to impugn the wisdom of those by whom the
Navigation Laws were originally enacted ;   the infant industry had
long since outgrown the need of swaddling-clothes.
1 Among them were the names of the Queen, Prince Albert,  Wellington,
Rugsell, and Peel
2 Though temporarily without a seat m Parliament his support of the Bill was
of incalculable value.
3 The front Benches were on the whole against the Bill though the Prime
Minister voted for it.
* See supra* pp,